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Mr. Speaker, States ought to be jeal-

ous guardians of their organic powers 
and the prerogatives against unwanted 
encroachments by the Federal Govern-
ment. But the Supremacy Clause binds 
the States to our Federal laws. This is 
the very essence of Constitutional Fed-
eralism in Article VI: 

‘‘This Constitution, and the Laws of 
the United States which shall be made 
in Pursuance thereof; and of all Trea-
ties made, or which shall be made, 
under the Authority of the United 
States, shall be the supreme Law of the 
Land; and the Judges in every State 
shall be bound thereby, any Thing in 
the Constitution or Laws of any State 
to the Contrary notwithstanding.’’ 

If a State, in rightfully guarding its 
powers, believes that a Federal law un-
constitutionally infringes on those 
powers, the Constitution provides that 
the courts shall resolve such disputes. 
But asserting the power to nullify a 
Federal law, a law that is clearly with-
in the enumerated powers of the Con-
gress and clearly under the Supremacy 
Clause of the Constitution, that crosses 
a very bright line that no State has 
breached since the first State seceded 
in 1861. 

Which brings us to the second, even 
more disturbing development in Cali-
fornia’s march to the extreme left. 
There is no single act which more ulti-
mately and categorically rejects our 
Constitution, our country, and all that 
they stand for, than a proposal to se-
cede from the Union that has preserved 
our liberties for nearly two and a half 
centuries. It is logically impossible to 
support secession and, yet, maintain 
loyalty to the Union from which you 
propose to secede. 

Secession is the ultimate act of dis-
loyalty today, no less than during the 
days of Confederacy. Yet, in California, 
a formal secession movement is now 
circulating petitions for signature to 
place exactly such a proposal on the 
ballot. 

It should come as no surprise that 
one of its leading proponents is an 
American expatriate now living in Rus-
sia who declared he ‘‘could no longer 
live under an American flag.’’ It should 
not even come as a surprise that the 
movement is cheered on by California’s 
increasingly radical left. 

But what came as a stunning surprise 
is that 32 percent of Californians sup-
port this measure, according to a re-
cent poll. Let me repeat that. One in 
three Californians, according to this 
poll, want to repudiate our Federal 
Union and its Constitution. 

We can only hope that the polling is 
wrong, or that the disaffected Califor-
nians who answered the poll in this 
fashion did so with reckless abandon 
that calm reflection will cure. But it is 
impossible to avoid the implication 
that so many people in my afflicted 
State hold so little loyalty to our 
country that they would support a 
measure that willfully rends it asun-
der. 

These movements, nullification and 
secession, cross from lawful dissent 

into lawless rebellion. In these turbu-
lent times, our greatest strengths are 
our rule of law, our constitutional in-
stitutions, and the loyalty of Ameri-
cans to their priceless legacy of free-
dom and justice and the Union that 
preserves them. 

Every person who takes the oath of 
office under our Constitution swears an 
oath to support and defend the Con-
stitution. These modern resurrections 
of the long-buried doctrines of nul-
lification and secession strike at the 
heart of our Constitution. These move-
ments of the left would undermine the 
very foundation of our American civili-
zation. They ought to be condemned in 
the strongest possible terms and op-
posed by every American of goodwill 
who remains loyal to our free govern-
ment. 
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RUSSIA’S AGGRESSIVE INTENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, as we 
are sitting here in this Chamber, right 
now off the coast of Groton, Con-
necticut, 30 miles from the Groton 
Navy Sub Base, which is the oldest sub-
marine base in America, there is a Rus-
sian spy ship, the Viktor Leonov, that 
is loitering—as was reported this morn-
ing from the Navy and news sources— 
off the coast, again, within the bare 
minimum of international waters. 

I can attest to the fact that—having 
just flown down from Connecticut a 
few days ago—anyone who would loiter 
off the coast of Connecticut is not 
doing it because of the great climate 
and weather. It is freezing weather out 
there. They are doing it, obviously, 
with aggressive intent, to say the 
least. 

Mr. Speaker, this is part of a pattern 
that is going on right now not just off 
the East Coast of the U.S., but also 
overseas. The USS Porter, which is a 
Navy missile ship, was buzzed by mili-
tary aircraft from Russia on February 
10. They came within 200 yards of the 
ship. Again, because we have such in-
credibly competent and professional 
leadership that captain those vessels, 
an incident was avoided. 

However, the danger of jet aircraft 
moving within 200 yards of a U.S. naval 
ship obviously is just common sense to 
anyone how high risk that is in terms 
of creating an incident that could have 
huge ramifications. 

In addition to that, the news re-
ported again just the last couple of 
days or so that the Russian military is 
now deploying intermediate medium- 
range nuclear warheads in different 
places throughout Western Russia, 
near Eastern Europe. Again, this is 
clearly in violation of treaties that go 
back decades. 

As General Breedlove, who was the 
commander of NATO and the European 
Command who just stepped down, said 
that this new effort really just cannot 

go unanswered. It completely desta-
bilizes the balance of power in that 
theater of the world. 

Again, the folks in Connecticut woke 
up this morning with that news about 
the spy ship off the coast. As you can 
imagine, it has created a lot of con-
sternation and questions. 

Once again, I would reiterate that I 
have total confidence in our Navy lead-
ership both at the Groton Navy base 
and here in Washington that they will 
react to this with total vigilance and 
professional competence to make sure 
that, again, our security is protected. 

But I think it is time now for all of 
us in Washington, D.C., to understand 
that Vladimir Putin, during the 5 years 
that he has been in power, again, has 
taken a posture that is completely de-
stabilizing any sort of global system of 
peace and security. 

This new administration, which 
clearly has an infatuation with Putin— 
and this goes back during the cam-
paign with President Trump talking on 
the campaign trail about his high re-
gard for Putin’s leadership—needs to 
basically move on and recognize that 
this is an emerging threat and that we 
have to take all necessary steps to re-
spond to it both in the short-term and, 
obviously, as we take up defense policy 
and defense budgets, which is that the 
resurgence of the Russian Navy is a 
game-changer in terms of the demands 
on our fleet. 

That is something that, again, on the 
Seapower and Projection Forces Sub-
committee, which I am the ranking 
member, we are working hard in terms 
of implementing the Obama adminis-
tration’s boost to Navy shipbuilding 
and increasing the fleet size. 

Again, we need to really, as I said, 
just disavow ourselves of any naive as-
sumptions that somehow the Putin 
government is somehow something 
that we can trust, and shows any re-
gard for international norms or inter-
national law. 

Again, to the folks back home, I 
want you to know that we are moni-
toring this situation with our Navy 
team down here in Washington and I 
have total confidence that we are on 
top of this situation. 

It is a reminder that the Russian 
Government and the investment that 
they have put into their Navy fleet is 
not a friendly gesture in terms of cre-
ating a system of global peace and se-
curity; and this administration needs 
to wake up and recognize that and 
move on to a bipartisan effort to re-
spond to this threat. 

They can do that by, again, dis-
closing all the background regarding 
General Flynn’s interaction with the 
Russian Government because it is part 
and parcel of all those incidents which 
I listed in terms of aggressive actions 
that are happening in real time as we 
are here in Washington, D.C., today. 

f 

TITLE X GRANT ALLOCATIONS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 23:47 Feb 15, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K15FE7.004 H15FEPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-04-14T08:08:54-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




